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DETAILED ACTION 

1. This action is responsive to communications: RCE filed 10/27/2005 to the original 
application filed 02/09/2000. 

2. Claims 29-31, 67-69, 101-103, and 105-1 19 are currently pending in this application. 
Claims 29, 67 and 101 have been amended. Claims 29, 67, and 101 are independent 
claims. 

Request Continuation for Examination 

3. A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set forth in 
37 CFR 1 . 1 7(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this application is 
eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set forth in 37 CFR 

1 . 1 7(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action has been 
withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 10/27/2005 has 
been entered. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if 
the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would 
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have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter 
pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). the examiner 
presumes that the subject matter of the various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein were made 
absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation under 37 CFR 1.56 to point out the inventor and invention 
dates of each claim that was not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to consider the 
applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

Claims 29-31,67-69, 101-103, and 105-119 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Lakritz (U.S. 6,623,529 - filed 01/1999) in view of Pei-Chi Wu, 
"Transition from national standards to Unicode: Multilingual support in operation 
systems and programming languages", Software-Practice and Experience", 01/2000, pp. 
765-774. 

As to claim 29 

Lakritz teaches (col.2, lines 17-27) a computer-implemented method for generating 
localized versions (e.g., provide a document localization) of a localizable Internet 
document (e.g., multilingual Internet Web site) for delivery to a client (e.g., delivery to 
Web site visitor), the method comprising: 

a. extracting a localizable portion from the localizable Internet document (e.g., 
Documents that need to be translated are extracted from the language and 
country database; col. JO, lines 40-42 and colli, lines 52-60) so as to separate the 
localize portion from no-localizable content of the localizable Internet document 
(col.9, lines 44- lines 57 & col.10, lines 40-42); wherein the localizable portion is 
translatable according to different languages and/or geographical locations (e.g., 
automatically determines the language and country of a Web site visitor ... 
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deliver the appropriate localized content contained in one or more 
country/language database and/or file-based content in a file system to the 
visitor's browser; coL4, lines 3-19/ create localized content for specific 
geographic regions or countries; col.6, lines 50-57/ automatically localized for 
different languages; col. 26, lines 33-35 and Fig. 12) so as to form multiple 
localizable versions (e.g., the creation of foreign language versions; col.8, lines 
64-66 andFig.12, items 1210-1215); and 

b. storing the localized versions of the localizable portion and storing the encoded 
versions (e.g., All documents in that language are placed in the corresponding 
directory; col. 17, lines 44-64 and col. 25, lines 39-59). 

c. Lakritz, however, does not specifically teach "converting each localized version 
to a plurality of encoded versions." 

d. Wu teaches converting each localized version to a plurality of encoded versions 
(e.g., see the conversion discussion beginning at page 770). 

e. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention was made to include the feature from Wu in the system of Lakritz 
because it would have provided the capability for improving multilingual support 
in operating systems and programming languages without introducing much 
complexity. 

As to claim 30 

a. Wu teaches extracting string literal from the localizable document; and storing the 
string literal as symbols (pages 767 and 770-772). 
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b. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention was made to include the feature from Wu in the system of Lakritz 
because it would have provided the capability for improving multilingual support 
in operating systems and programming languages without introducing much 
complexity. 

As to claim 31 

a. Wu teaches the encoded versions represent double-byte character set, Universal 
code character set, and 8-bit Unicode Transformation Format versions of the 
corresponding localized version (see the Summary section & pages 766 and 768- 
769). 

b. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention was made to include the feature from Wu in the system of Lakritz 
because it would have provided the capability for improving multilingual support 
in operating systems and programming languages without introducing much 
complexity. 

As to claim 105 

Lakritz teaches the localizable Internet document is an electronic mail document (see the 
Abstract and col. 2, lines 17-27). 
As to claim 106 

Lakritz teaches the localizable Internet document is a Web page document (see the 
Abstract and col. 3, lines 25-38). 
As to claim 107 
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Lakritz teaches the localizable Internet document is an electronic communication (see the 
Abstract and col.2 y lines 17-27). 
As to claim 108 

Lakritz teaches the electronic communication is electronic mail (see the Abstract and 
col. 2, lines 17-27). 
As to claim 109 

Lakritz teaches the localizable Internet document is a portion of a Web page document 
(see the Abstract and col. 2, lines 1 7-27). 
As to claim 67 

It is directed to a computer-readable medium for implementing the method of claim 29, 
and is similarly rejected under the same rationale. 
As to claims 68-69 & 110-114 

They include the same limitations as in claims 30-31 and 105-109, and are similarly 
rejected under the same rationale. 
As to claim 101 

It is directed to a computer for performing the method of claim 29, and is similarly 
rejected under the same rationale. 
As to claims 102-103 and 115-119 

They include the same limitations as in claims 30-32 and 105-109, and are similarly 
rejected under the same rationale. 
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Response to Arguments 

5. Applicant's arguments filed on 10/27/2005 have been fully considered, but they are not 
persuasive. 

Applicant argues in substance that Lakritz does not converting localized content into a 
plurality of encoded versions (Remarks, page 9). 

In response, the newly applied prior art (Wu) is used to teach the limitation as claimed. 
Wu teaches converting localized content into a plurality of encoded versions (e.g., see the 
conversion discussion beginning at page 770). 

Conclusion 

6. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 
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U.S. Patent No. 5,793,381 
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U.S. Patent No. 5,870,084 


issued: Feb. 9, 1999 


Kadyk 


U.S. Patent No. 6,166,666 
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U.S. Patent No. 6,182,148 


issued: Jan. 30, 2001 


Tan et al. 


U.S. Patent No. 6,314,469 


issued: Nov. 6, 2001 


Atkin et al. 


U.S. Patent No. 6,492,995 


issued: Dec. 10,2002 
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Contact information 



1, Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 

examiner should be directed to Maikhanh Nguyen whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
4093. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday from 9:00am - 5:30 
pm. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Heather Herndon can be reached at (571) 272-4136. 
The fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you 
have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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